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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed April 24, 2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

First, in regard to claims 1, 2, 9, and 12, the Applicant has amended the claims to include the 
limitation of "a removable cradle", and the Applicant contends that the claim is patentable over 
Nishimura for this reason. While the Examiner agrees that the Nishimura reference does not specifically 
teach a "removable" cradle, the Applicant's arguments are considered moot in view of a new ground of 
rejection citing Nishimura in view of Ganthier et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,081,422). Please refer to the new ground 
of rejection to claims 1, 2, 9, and 12 below. 

Next, regarding claim 2, the Applicant argues that Nishimura teaches that the support base 73, 
relied upon by the Examiner to teach the cradle, is stationary, and thus cannot comprise a moveable 
portion as claimed. However, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. While Nishimura does state that the 
support base 73 is stationary in Col. 4, Lines 28-32, Nishimura also teaches lens block holding member 
71 1 enables the lens block 72 to be rotatably journaled, as is taught in Col. 4, Lines 61-63. As the lens 
block holding member is located within the support base 73, the Examiner believes that Nishimura does 
in fact teach the cradle comprising a movable portion, as claimed by the Applicant. Further, the 
Applicant argues that Nishimura only teaches that the settings of zoom and the settings of auto focus are 
changed according to the position of the movable portion, not that a function of the digital camera are 
changed based on the position of the movable portion. Again, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. Both 
zoom and auto focus are "functions" of a digital camera, and by changing the settings for zoom and auto 
focus solely on the position of the movable means (i.e. changing the settings when switched from person 
pickup mode to document pickup mode), a "function" of the digital camera is changed. The Examiner 
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interprets functions of the digital camera to be any operation within the digital camera, thereby including 
zoom and auto focus as functions. For the above reasons, the rejection to claim 2 is maintained, as will be 
set forth below. 

As for claim S, the Applicant alleges that the Nishimura reference fails to teach that the movable 
system enables the camera mounting unit to move relative to the leg portion, and specifically points to 
Col. 4, Lines 61-64 to show that the bearing parts 711a (cited by the Examiner) are stationary. However, 
the Examiner respectfully disagrees. The bearing parts 71 la enable the lens block holding member 71 1 to 
rotate with lens block 72, thereby teaching that the bearing parts are not stationary, as there is rotation (via 
shafts 722) (See Col. 4, Line 57 - Col. 5, Line 3), For this reason, the Examiner believes that Nishimura 
sufficiently teaches that the movable system enables the camera mounting unit (711a) to move relative to 
the leg portion (71), and the rejection of claim 5 is maintained. 

Next, considering claim 7, the Applicant contends that Nishimura fails to disclose that the digital 
camera communicates with the external equipment in any way. Again, the Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Col. 5, Lines 30-33 teach that signal cables are attached to the cradle at rear part 73b to 
communicate with external units, and Col. 6, Lines 18-20 teach that an image signal from the digital 
camera (i.e. from CCD processing part 724) is delivered to the monitor (1). As such, the Examiner 
believes that Nishimura does teach that the digital camera communicates with the monitor, and the 
rejection to claim 7 is maintained. 

In regard to claim 9, as is similarly shown above with respect to claim 2, the Applicant argues 
that the changing of auto focus and zoom settings do not correspond to the changing of the operation 
mode of the camera. However, by changing the settings for zoom and auto focus solely on the position of 
the movable means (i.e. changing the settings when switched from person pickup mode to document 
pickup mode), an "operation mode" of the digital camera is changed. The Examiner interprets operation 
modes of the digital camera to be any operation within the digital camera, thereby including zoom and 
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auto focus as operation modes. For the above reasons, the rejection to claim 9 is maintained, as will be 
set forth below. 

Finally, it is noted that the Applicant has added new dependent claims 13-21 . Please refer to the 
rejection to the new claims set forth below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to. which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-10 and 12-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103fa) as being unpatentable over 
Nishimura et al. (U.S. Pat. 5J34,414) in view of Ganthier et ah (U.S. Pat. 6.081.422). 

First, regarding claim 1, the Nishimura reference teaches a digital camera system comprising a 
digital camera (lens block 72) and a cradle (support base 73) on which the digital camera is mounted, 
wherein the cradle comprises a movable portion (lens block holding member 71 1), a signal generating 
device (main control part 734) which generates a command signal for changing functions (such as the 
zooming control) of the digital camera according to a position of the moveable portion (e.g. the tilt angle), 
and a signal transmitting device (main control part 734) which transmits the command signal generated 
by the signal generating device to the digital camera. Further, Nishimura teaches that the digital camera 
comprises a signal receiving device (AF and Zooming circuit part 725) which receives the command 
signal generated according to the position of the movable portion of the cradle, and a mode control device 
(725) which changes operation modes of the digital camera according to the command signal transmitted 
from the cradle. Please refer to Figs. 3 A, 5, and 6, Col. 4, Lines 26-55, and Col. 6, Line 62 - Col. 7, Line 
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54. What Nishimura fails to disclose is that the cradle (support base 73) is a removable cradle. However, 
noting the Ganthier reference, Ganthier teaches a digital camera (camera 200) and a removable cradle 
(base 102), wherein the cradle is removed from computer monitor 300 (See Fig. 7, Col, 3, Line 59 - Col, 
4, Line 2, and Col. 5, Lines 44-56). Note also that camera 200 is removable from the cradle (102) in Fig. 
2. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have incorporated the removable cradle feature of Ganthier with the cradle and camera system of 
Nishimura. One would have been motivated to do so because it is advantageous to securely mount a 
camera to the top of a monitor, as Ganthier teaches in Col. 2, Lines 14-24, and it is equally advantageous 
to have the ability to use the camera and cradle on other devices (such as monitors), thus saving the user 
from having to equip all external devices with a digital camera and cradle. 

As for claim 2, Nishimura discloses a cradle (support base 73) on which a digital camera (lens 
block 72) is mounted, the cradle comprising a movable portion (lens block holding member 71 1), a signal 
generating device (main control part 734) which generates a command signal for changing functions of 
the digital camera (such as the zooming control) according to a position of the moveable portion (e.g. the 
tilt angle), and a signal transmitting device (main control part 734) which transmits the command signal 
generated by the signal generating device to the digital camera. Please refer again to Figs. 3A, 5, and 6, 
Col. 4, Lines 26-55, and Col. 6, Line 62 - Col. 7, Line 54, Once again, what Nishimura fails to disclose 
is that the cradle (support base 73) is a removable cradle. However, noting the Ganthier reference, 
Ganthier teaches a digital camera (camera 200) and a removable cradle (base 102), wherein the cradle is 
removed from computer monitor 300 (See Fig. 7, Col, 3, Line 59 - Col. 4, Line 2, and Col. 5, Lines 44- 
56). Note also that camera 200 is removable from the cradle (102) in Fig. 2. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated the removable 
cradle feature of Ganthier with the cradle and camera system of Nishimura. One would have been 
motivated to do so because it is advantageous to securely mount a camera to the top of a monitor, as 
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Ganthier teaches in Col. 2, Lines 14-24, and it is equally advantageous to have the ability to use the 
camera and cradle on other devices (such as monitors), thus saving the user from having to equip all 
external devices with a digital camera and cradle. > 

Considering claim 3, the Nishimura reference teaches the limitations of claim 2 above, and 
Nishimura further teaches that the movable portion (lens block holding member 711) comprises a camera 
mounting unit (bearing parts 71 la) on which the digital camera (72) is mounted. Please refer to Col. 4, 
Lines 61-64 and Fig. 3a. 

In regard to claim 4, the limitations of claim 3 are taught above, and Nishimura also discloses 
that the cradle comprises a leg portion (camera unit body 71) which supports the camera mounting unit, 
wherein the camera mounting unit (711a) is coupled to the leg portion (71) through a movable system. 
Please refer again to Fig. 3a and Col. 4, Lines 26-64. 

Next, regarding claim 5, the limitations of claim 4 are taught above, and Nishimura teaches that 
the movable system allows enables the camera mounting unit (711a) to more relatively to the leg portion 
(71) (e.g. the camera mounting unit tilts the digital camera relative to the leg portion), wherein the moving 
style of the camera mounting unit is tilting with respect to the leg portion. See Figs. l-3a, Col. 4, Lines 
26-55, and Col. 6, Line 62 - Col. 7, Line 54. 

As for claim 6, the limitations of claim 5 are taught above, and Nishimura discloses in Col. 7, 
Lines 36-54 that the movable system enables the movable portion (lens block holding member 71 1) to 
move in a predetermined moving range. 

Considering claim 7, the limitations of claim 2 are taught above, and the cradle of Nishimura 
further comprises a communications interface (73c) for connection and communications with external 
equipment (e.g. monitor 1), wherein the digital camera is connected to communicate with the external 
equipment through the cradle by mounting the digital camera on the cradle. Please refer to Figs. 3a, 5, 
and 6, and Col. 5, Lines 30-34. 
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Regarding claim 8, the limitations of claim 7 are set forth above, and Nishimura also teaches that 
the signal generating device (main control part 734) generates a signal (based on the output from tilt 
sensor 714) for switching functions of the digital camera for the external equipment (monitor 1) 
connected for communications through the cradle. See Figs. 3a, 5, and 6, and Col. 7, Lines 25-54. 

Next, in regard to claim 9, the Nishimura reference teaches a digital camera (lens block 72) 
capable of being mounted on a cradle (support base 73), wherein the the digital camera comprises a signal 
receiving device (AF and Zooming circuit part 725) which receives the command signal generated 
according to the position of the movable portion of the cradle, and a mode control device (725) which 
changes operation modes of the digital camera according to the command signal transmitted from the 
cradle. Please refer to Figs. 3A, 5, and 6, Col. 4, Lines 26-55, and Col. 6, Line 62 - Col. 7, Line 54. 
Once again, what Nishimura fails to disclose is that the cradle (support base 73) is a removable cradle. 
However, noting the Ganthier reference, Ganthier teaches a digital camera (camera 200) and a removable 
cradle (base 102), wherein the cradle is removed from computer monita 300 (See Fig. 7, Col. 3, Line 59 - 
Col. 4, Line 2, and Col. 5, Lines 44-56). Note also that camera 200 is removable from the cradle (102) in 
Fig. 2. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have incorporated the removable cradle feature of Ganthier with the cradle and camera system of 
Nishimura. One would have been motivated to do so because it is advantageous to securely mount a 
camera to the top of a monitor, as Ganthier teaches in Col. 2, Lines 14-24, and it is equally advantageous 
to have the ability to use the camera and cradle on other devices (such as monitors), thus saving the user 
from having to equip all external devices with a digital camera and cradle. 

As for claim 10, the limitations of claim 9 are taught above by Nishimura in view of Ganthier, 
and Nishimura further teaches that the operations modes are changed according to the command signal 
(based on the output from tilt sensor 714) while the digital camera (72) is mounted on the cradle and 
powered up (via power source 734a). See Fig. 3a and Col. 6, Line 62 - Col. 7, Line 54. 
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Considering claim 12, Nishimura teaches a digital camera system in which a digital camera (72) 
is connected to communicate with external equipment (monitor 1) when the camera is mounted on a 
cradle (73), wherein the cradle comprises a tilt angle changing device (tilt motor 712, and tilt drive 
transmission gear 713) that changes the tilt angle of a camera, a determination device (tilt sensor 714) 
which determines a change in the tilt angle of the digital camera by the tilt angle changing device, and a 
command device (main control part 734) which outputs a function change signal (i.e. document pick-up 
position or pick-up of a personal subject) to the digital camera according to the determination result (or 
tilt angle) of the determination device (tilt sensor 714). See Figs. 3a and 5, and Col. 7, Lines 24-50. Once 
again, what Nishimura fails to disclose is that the cradle (support base 73) is a removable cradle. 
However, noting the Ganthier reference, Ganthier teaches a digital camera (camera 200) and a removable 
cradle (base 102), wherein the cradle is removed from computer monitor 300 (See Fig. 7, Col. 3, Line 59 - 
Col. 4, Line 2, and Col. 5, Lines 44-56). Note also that camera 200 is removable from the cradle (102) in 
Fig. 2, It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have incorporated the removable cradle feature of Ganthier with the cradle and camera system of 
Nishimura. One would have been motivated to do so because it is advantageous to securely mount a 
camera to the top of a monitor, as Ganthier teaches in Col. 2, Lines 14-24, and it is equally advantageous 
to have the ability to use the camera and cradle on other devices (such as monitors), thus saving the user 
from having to equip all external devices with a digital camera and cradle. 

Next, in regard to claim 13, the limitations of claim 1 are taught above by Nishimura in view of 
Ganthier, and the Nishimura reference further teaches that the operation modes comprise a camera mode 
(i.e. a person pick-up mode) and a non-camera mode (i.e. document pick-up mode), wherein it is 
considered that the "camera mode" is the mode in which the camera is picking up an image of a user. 
Thus, any mode that is not the "camera mode" can be considered a "non-camera mode". Please refer to 
Col. 3, Lines 33-36. 
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As for claim 14, the limitations of claim 13 are taught above, and while Nishimura does teach 
that the camera mode comprises a PC camera mode (i.e. the images captured in the person pick-up mode 
are displayed on monitor 1, as taught in Col. 4, Lines 37-41), Nishimura fails to specifically disclose that 
the non-camera mode (document pick-up mode) comprises a storage mode. However, Official Notice is 
hereby taken that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have incorporated a 
storage mode with the document pick-up mode of Nishimura, as it would be advantageous to riot only 
view the captured documents on monitor 1, but to also save the captured images of the documents for 
subsequent viewing and/or processing. Such a configuration would provide for an archive of the 
electronic conference events. 

Considering claim 15, the limitations of claim 14 are set forth above, and again the Nishimura 
reference teaches that in the PC camera mode the digital camera functions as a PC camera (see Col. 4, 
Lines 37-41). What Nishimura fails to specifically disclose is that in a storage mode, the digital camera 
functions as a cardreader. However, Official Notice is again taken that it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to have a digital camera function as a cardreader in a storage mode, as such a 
configuration allows captured images saved within the digital camera to be provided to an external device 
(e.g. monitor 1 or a PC) for subsequent viewing and/or processing. This configuration would provide for 
an archive of the electronic conference events. 

Next, regarding claim 16, the limitations of claim 2 are taught above by Nishimura in view of 
Ganthier, and the Nishimura reference further teaches that the functions of the digital camera comprise a 
camera function (i.e. a person pick-up mode) and a non-camera function (i.e. document pick-up mode), 
wherein it is considered that the "camera mode" is the function in which the camera is picking up an 
image of a user. Thus, any function that is not the "camera function" can be considered a "non-camera 
function". Please refer to Col. 3, Lines 33-36. 
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As for claim 17, the limitations of claim 16 are taught above, and while Nishimura does teach 
that the camera function comprises a PC camera function (i.e. the images captured in the person pick-up 
mode are displayed on monitor 1, as taught in Col. 4, Lines 37-41), Nishimura fails to specifically 
disclose that the non-camera function (document pick-up mode) comprises a storage function. However, 
Official Notice is hereby taken that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
incorporated a storage function with the document pick-up mode of Nishimura, as it would be 
advantageous to not only view the captured documents on monitor 1, but to also save the captured images 
of the documents for subsequent viewing and/or processing. Such a configuration would provide for an 
archive of the electronic conference events. 

Next, in regard to claim 18, the limitations of claim 9 are taught above by Nishimura in view of 
Ganthier, and the Nishimura reference further teaches that the operation modes comprise a camera mode 
(i.e. a person pick-up mode) and a non-camera mode (i.e. document pick-up mode), wherein it is 
considered that the "camera mode" is the mode in which the camera is picking up an image of a user. 
Thus, any mode that is not the "camera mode" can be considered a "non-camera mode". Please refer to 
Col. 3, Lines 33-36. 

As for claim 19, the limitations of claim 1 8 are taught above, and while Nishimura does teach 
that the camera mode comprises a PC camera mode (i.e. the images captured in the person pick-up mode 
are displayed on monitor 1, as taught in Col. 4, Lines 37-41), Nishimura fails to specifically disclose that 
the non-camera mode (document pick-up mode) comprises a storage mode. However, Official Notice is 
hereby taken that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have incorporated a 
storage mode with the document pick-up mode of Nishimura, as it would be advantageous to not only 
view the captured documents on monitor 1, but to also save the captured images of the documents for 
subsequent viewing and/or processing. Such a configuration would provide for an archive of the 
electronic conference events. 
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Next, regarding claim 20, the limitations of claim 12 are taught above by Nishimura in view of 
Ganthier, and the Nishimura reference further teaches that the functions of the digital camera comprise a 
camera function (i.e. a person pick-up mode) and a non-camera function (i.e. document pick-up mode), 
wherein it is considered that the "camera mode" is the function in which the camera is picking up an 
image of a user. Thus, any function that is not the "camera function" can be considered a "non-camera 
function". Please refer to Col. 3, Lines 33-36. 

Finally, as for claim 21, the limitations of claim 20 are taught above, and while Nishimura does 
teach that the camera function comprises a PC camera function (i.e. the images captured in the person 
pick-up mode are displayed on monitor 1, as taught in Col, 4, Lines 37-41), Nishimura fails to specifically 
disclose that the non-camera function (document pick-up mode) comprises a storage function. However, 
Official Notice is hereby taken that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
incorporated a storage function with the document pick-up mode of Nishimura, as it would be 
advantageous to not only view the captured documents on monitor 1, but to also save the captured images 
of the documents for subsequent viewing and/or processing. Such a configuration would provide for an 
archive of the electronic conference events. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claim 11 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if 
rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
Regarding claim 11, the prior art fails to teach or reasonably suggest, in combination with the 
limitations of Applicant's claim 9, a digital camera comprising a charge control device which, when the 
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digital camera is mounted on the cradle with the digital camera being powered down, automatically sets a 
charge mode where a battery in the digital camera is charged by power supplied through the camera. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure: 
Nagaoka (U.S. Pat. 6.734.915) : Note in Fig. 7 that the direction that the digital camera is 
mounted in the camera determines whether the digital camera acts as a PC camera or a card 
reader/writer. 

Gotoh et al. (U.S. Pat. 5,966,164) 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing 
date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Gregory V. Madden whose telephone number is 571-272-8128. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 8AM-5PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Ngoc 
Yen Vu can be reached on 571-272-7320. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you v^ould like assistance from a USPTO Customer 
Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR 
CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Gregory Madden 
June 4, 2007 




